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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 3/15/2006 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 3/1 5/2006 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In regard to applicant's arguments filed on 3/15/2006, the examiner respectfully 

disagrees. 

Firstly, applicant requests that the rejection of claim 1 be withdrawn, because, ". . .neither 
Oie nor Niikawa teach or suggest "simultaneously display[ing] on a display screen [of a second 
camera device] the captured image transmitted fi'om the first device and a pointer for pointing to 
or indicating a portion of said captured image, wherein the first device controls movement of the 
pointer..." as is required by claim 1 ..." In response to applicant's arguments against the 
references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller^ 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 
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Secondly, applicant states, . .there is no motivation or suggestion to combine Oie with 
Niikawa. Oie is directed to a method for communication between two cameras. In contrast, 
Niikawa is directed to a camera that can connect to a network comprising a plurality of 
computers. Connecting a camera to a network is completely different than connecting a camera 
to another camera. Because Niikawa discloses only connecting a camera to a network, and not to 
another camera, Niikawa does not provide any suggestion to modify the system of Oie.. To 
start, Niikawa explicitly teaches a communication I/F on the camera which is an interface based 
on the USB standard for externally connecting the PC (see Niikawa, Col. 6, Lines 22-25); thus, 
showing the camera is not connected to the network. Further, the examiner points again to the 
decisions in the paragraphs above. In the combination, the cameras connected in Oie will be 
those in the pointer overlay system in Niikawa. 

Examiner believes that all arguments have been addressed. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: In the claim, line 17 
states "pointer overlay". An article (the, a or said) should precede "pointer overlay". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 



Application/Control Number: 10/081,694 
Art Unit: 2622 



Page 4 



having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1,4-6,8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oie (US # 
6,188,431) in view of Niikawa (US # 6,947,075). 

As to claim 1, Oie teaches a digital image capturing system (Figure 3), comprising: at 
least two digital image capturing devices, including a first digital image capturing device and a 
second digital image capturing device (Figure 3, electronic still camera "la" and electronic still 
camera "lb"); and a bi-directional link cable connecting said at least two digital image capturing 
devices (Figure 3, cable "69"; Col. 5, Lines 64-67; Col. 6, Lines 1-3); wherein said at least two 
digital image capturing devices are capable of sharing data items over said bi-directional link 
cable (Col. 4, Lines 58-61; Col. 6, Lines 7-16), the sharing of said data items comprises sharing 
images captured by one of the at least two digital image capturing devices over said cable (Col. 

5, Lines 53-63), and the first digital image capturing device is configured to transmit to the 
second digital image capturing device an image captured by the first device (Col. 6, Lines 7-21), 
wherein the second device displays on a display screen the captured image transmitted from the 
first device (Figure 5; Col. 6, Lines 32-37). The claim differs from Oie in that it further requires 
a pointer for pointing to or indicating a portion of said captured image, wherein the first device 
controls movement of the pointer within the display screen. 

In the same field of endeavor, Niikawa teaches a digital camera connected to a PC via 
USB cable (Figure 4, communication I/F "213", PC "1000"; Col. 6, Lines 22-25), wherein the 
digital camera includes a control device (Figure 2, trackball "TR") for moving a cursor on the 
screen of the digital camera and also the cursor on the screen of the PC in a synchronized manner 
(Figure 7 and Figure 8; Col. 7, Lines 61-63; Col. 8, Lines 14-17). In light of the teaching of 
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Niikawa, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the control 
device of Niikawa in the cameras of Oie, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that this would make it possible for the user not only to move the mouse cursor but to 
operate the slave camera by operating the switch of the digital camera (see Niikawa, Col. 8, 
Lines 20-25). 

As to claim 4, Oie, as modified by Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 1, wherein the 
sharing of said data items comprises sharing image information (see Oie, Col. 4, Lines 16-19). 

As to claim 5, Oie, as modified by Niikawa, et al. fails to teach the bidirectional link 
cable comprising an audio/visual (AA^) cable. Official Notice is taken that audio/visual (AA^) 
cables are well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to an artisan of 
ordinary skill in the art to include an audio/visual (AJV) cable as a bidirectional link cable in Oie, 
because these cables are space efficient, as pertains to the manufacturing of the port to which it is 
connected, and can be used to transmit data of high fidelity over several meters. 

As to claim 6, Oie fails to teach the bidirectional link cable comprising a universal serial 
bus (USB) cable. Official Notice is taken that universal serial bus (USB) cables are well known 
and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to 
include a universal serial bus (USB) cable as a bidirectional link cable in Oie, because these 
cables offers high-speed transmission of data, and are compatible with many other digital 
products. 

As applicant has failed to traverse the above old and well known statements of claims 5 
and 6, the USB and audio/visual cables are now considered admitted prior art. See MPEP 
2144,03 (c). 
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As to claim 8, Oie, as modified by Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 1, wherein a 
digital image capturing device of said at least two digital image capturing devices operates as a 
pseudo host (see Oie, (a) Transmission process and (b) Receiving Process; {Pseudo host is 
interpreted in light of the specification, [0019], Lines 1,2,}), 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oie (see Patent 
Number above) in view of Niikawa (see Patent Number above) and further in view of Kiyokawa 
(US # 6,204,877). 

As to claim 2, Oie, as modified by Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 1, wherein the 
sharing of said data items comprises transmitting images from a first of at least two digital image 
capturing devices to a second of at least two digital image capturing devices (Col. 6, Lines 17- 
19), wherein the images are transmitted over the bi-directional cable that connects the first digital 
image capturing device to the second digital image capturing device (Figure 3, cable "69"; Col. 

6, Lines 21-25). The claim differs from Oie, as modified by Niikawa, in that it further requires 
that the images be real -time views. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kiyokawa teaches a transfer firom one electronic still 
camera to another electronic still camera a real-time image view (Figure 1; Col. 2, Lines 13-18; 

. .transmitting upon photoelectric conversion. . ."). In light of the teaching of Kiyokawa, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the system of Oie, as modified by Niikawa, to include real time transmission of the 
image data, as taught by Kiyokawa, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that real time transmission of image data allows users of the system to view a 
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particular scene, in real time, even if they are not physically in the vicinity or witnessing the 

scene. 

6. Claims 7,9,10,12-16,24,26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Oie (see Patent Number above) in view of Watanbe (US 20020196197) and further in view 
of Niikawa (see Patent Number above). 

As to claim 7, Oie, as modified by Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 1, with a digital 
image capturing device of said at least two digital image capturing devices further comprising: 
an input/output (I/O) port (Figure 3, Figure 2, I/O port "45") capable of connecting to said bi- 
directional link cable (Col. 3, Lines 45-48); a processor (Figure 2, CPU "39") communicating 
with said I/O port (Col. 4, Lines 28-32; Col. 6, Lines 21-25); and a memory (Figure 2, flash 
memory "35" and ROM "41") communicating with said processor (Col. 6, Lines 21,22) and 
including an image storage (Col. 6, Line 21, "...image data stored in flash memory. an image 
receive driver, and an image transmit driver (Col. 4, Lines 25-32); determines if said digital 
image capturing device is a master or a slave (Col. 6, Lines 3-6), and shares said data items over 
said bi-directional link cable (Col. 6, Lines 21-25). The claim differs from Oie, as modified by 
Niikawa, in that it further requires that said processor determines if said I/O port is connected to 
said bi-directional link cable. 

In the same field of endeavor, Watanabe teaches connection detection means for 
detecting a connection state between a 1394 serial bus and a digital video camera (see [0231], 
Lines 1-6). In light of the teaching of Watanabe, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the connection detection means of 
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Watanabe in the system of Oie, as modified by Niikawa, because an artisan of ordinary skill in 
the art would recognize that this connection detection means would help prevent transfer without 
connection and ensure successful transfers. 

As to claim 9, Oie teaches a first digital image capturing device (Figure 1, Figure 2), 
comprising: an input/output (I/O) port (Figure 2, I/O port "45") capable of connecting to a bi- 
directional link cable (Figure 2, I/O port "45", communication channel "47"; Figure 3, cable 
"69"); a processor (Figure 2, CPU "39") communicating with said I/O port (Col. 4, Lines 28-32; 
Col. 6, Lines 21-25); and a memory (Figure 2, flash memory "35" and ROM "41") 
communicating with said processor (Col. 6, Lines 21,22) and including an image storage (Col. 6, 
Line 21 , ".. .image data stored in flash memory. . .", an image receive driver, and an image 
transmit driver (Col. 4, Lines 25-32); said processor is configured to determine if said first digital 
image capturing device is a master or a slave (Col. 6, Lines 3-6), and share said data items over 
said bi-directional link cable (Col. 6, Lines 21-25), and displaying an image on a display screen 
of a second digital image capturing device (Figure 5, E2; Col. 6, Lines 32-37), wherein the said 
displayed image was captured by the first digital image capturing device and subsequently 
transferred to the second device (Col. 6, Lines 7-21). The claim differs from Oie in that it fiuther 
requires that said processor is configured to determine if said I/O port is connected to said bi- 
directional link cable, and it also requires that the data items include data for controlling the 
movement of a pointer overlaying the image displayed on the screen of the second digital image 
capturing device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Watanabe teaches connection detection means for 
detecting a connection state between a 1394 serial bus and a digital video camera (see [0231], 
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Lines 1-6). In light of the teaching of Watanabe, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the connection detection means in 
the method of in the system of Oie, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that this connection detection means would help prevent transfer without connection 
and ensure successful transfers. 

In the same field of endeavor, Niikawa teaches a digital camera connected to a PC via 
USB cable (Figure 4, conmiunication I/F "213", PC "1000"; Col, 6, Lines 22-25), wherein the 
digital camera includes a control device (Figure 2, trackball "TR") for moving a cursor on the 
screen of the digital camera and also the cursor on the screen of the PC in a synchronized manner 
(Figure 7 and Figure 8; Col. 7, Lines 61-63; Col. 8, Lines 14-17). In light of the teaching of 
Niikawa, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the control 
device of Niikawa in the cameras of Oie, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that this would make it possible for the user not only to move the mouse cursor but to 
operate the slave camera by operating the switch of the digital camera (see Niikawa, Col. 8, 
Lines 20-25). 

As to claim 10, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 9, 
wherein the sharing of said data items comprises transmitting and receiving data items (see Oie, 
Col. 5, Lines 64-67; Col. 6, Lines 1-3). 

As to claim 12, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 9, 
wherein the sharing of said data items comprises sharing images (see Oie, Col. 6, Lines 17-19; 
Col. 7, Lines 4-14). 
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As to claim 13, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 9, 
wherein the sharing of said data items comprises sharing image information (see Oie, Col. 4, 
Lines 16-20). 

As to claim 14, Oie, as modified by Watanabe and Niikawa, fails to teach the 
bidirectional link cable comprising an audio/visual (AA^) cable. Official Notice is taken that 
audio/visual (AA^) cables are well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to 
an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to include an audio/visual (AA^) cable as a bidirectional link 
cable in Oie, as modified by Watanabe and Niikawa, because these cables are space efficient, as 
pertains to the manufacturing of the port to which it is connected, and can be used to transmit 
data of high fidelity over several meters. 

As to claim 15, Oie, as modified by Watanabe and Niikawa, fails to teach the 
bidirectional link cable comprising a universal serial bus (USB) cable. Official Notice is taken 
that universal serial bus (USB) cables are well known and expected in the art. It would have been 
obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to include a universal serial bus (USB) cable as a 
bidirectional link cable in Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, because these cables offers 
high-speed transmission of data, and are compatible with many other digital products. 

As applicant has failed to traverse the above old and well known statements of claims 14 
and 15, the USB and audio/visual cables are now considered admitted prior art. See MPEP 
2144,03 (c). 

As to claim 16, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 9, 
wherein said digital image capturing device operates as a pseudo host (see Oie, (a) Transmission 
Process and (b) Receiving Process; {Pseudo host is interpreted in light of the specification, 
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[0019], Lines 1,2, It is inherent that the either camera can be established as the pseudo host by 
pressing the shutter key.}). 

As to claim 24, Oie teaches a method of linking a first digital image capturing device to 
one or more other digital image capturing devices, comprising the steps of: accepting a master or 
slave input that determines whether said digital image capturing device is a master or a slave 
(CoL 5, Lines 64-67; Col. 6, Lines 1-6); accepting input that selects an image to be sent to a 
connected slave digital image capturing device from said first digital image capturing device if 
said digital image capturing device is a master (CoL 5, Lines 53-64; Col. 6, Lines 17-19); 
transmitting said image to said connected slave digital image capturing device if said digital 
image capturing device is a master (Col. 6, Lines 17-19), wherein said slave device displays the 
image on a display screen (Figure 5, E2; Col. 6, Lines 32-37). The claim differs from Oie in that 
it further requires the step of detecting a connection of a bi-directional link cable in said digital 
image capturing device, and it also requires a pointer displayed on top of the image; and enabling 
the user to move the pointer within the display screen by manipulating a control on the first 
device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Watanabe teaches connection detection means for 
detecting a connection state between a 1394 serial bus and a digital video camera (see [0231], 
Lines 1-6). In light of the teaching of Watanabe, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the step of detecting a connection of 
a bi-directional link cable in said digital image capturing device in the method of in the system of 
Oie, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that this connection detection 
means would help prevent transfer without connection and ensure successful transfers. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/08 1 ,694 Page 1 2 

Art Unit: 2622 

In the same field of endeavor, Niikawa teaches a digital camera connected to a PC via 
USB cable (Figure 4, communication I/F "213", PC "1000"; Col. 6, Lines 22-25), wherein the 
digital camera includes a control device (Figure 2, trackball "TR") for moving a cursor on the 
screen of the digital camera and also the cursor on the screen of the PC in a synchronized manner 
(Figure 7 and Figure 8; Col. 7, Lines 61-63; Col. 8, Lines 14-17). In light of the teaching of 
Niikawa, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the control 
device of Niikawa in the cameras of Oie, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that this would make it possible for the user not only to move the mouse cursor but to 
operate the slave camera by operating the switch of the digital camera (see Niikawa, Col. 8, 
Lines 20-25). 

As to claim 26, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the method of claim 
24, wherein the first digital image capturing device and the second digital image capturing 
device share images (see Oie, Col. 5, Lines 53-64; Col. 6, Lines 17-19). 

As to claim 27, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the method of claim 
24, wherein the first digital image capturing device and the second digital image capturing 
device share image information (see Oie, Col. 4, Lines 16-20; Col. 5, Lines 53-64; Col. 6, Lines 
17-19). 

As to claim 28, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the method of claim 
24, wherein a master digital image capturing device operates as a pseudo host (see Oie, (a) 
Transmission process and (b) Receiving Process; {Pseudo host is interpreted in light of the 
specification, [0019], Lines 1,2. It is inherent that the either camera can be established as the 
pseudo host by pressing the shutter key J), 
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7. Claims 1 1,25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oie (see 
Patent Number above) in view of Watanbe (see Patent Number above) in view of Niikawa (see 
Patent Number above) and further in view of Kiyokawa (see Patent Number above). 

As to claim 11, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the device of claim 9. 
The claim differs from Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, in that it further requires that 
the sharing of said data items comprises sharing real time image views. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kiyokawa teaches a transfer from one electronic still 
camera to another electronic still camera a real-time image view (Figure 1; Col. 2, Lines 13-18; 

. .transmitting upon photoelectric conversion. . .")• In light of the teaching of Kiyokawa, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the system of Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, to include real time 
transmission of the image data, as taught by Kiyokawa, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the 
art would recognize that real time transmission of image data allows users of the system to view 
a particular scene, in real time, even if they are not physically in the vicinity or witnessing the 
scene. 

As to claim 25, Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, teaches the method of claim 
24. The claim differs firom Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, in that it further requires 
that the first digital image capturing device and the second digital image capturing device share 
real time image views. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kiyokawa teaches a transfer from one electronic still 
camera to another electronic still camera a real-time image view (Figure 1; Col. 2, Lines 13-18; 
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"...transmitting upon photoelectric conversion..."). In light of the teaching of Kiyokawa, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the system of Oie, as modified by Watanbe and Niikawa, to include real time 
transmission of the image data, as taught by Kiyokawa, because an artisan of ordinary skill in the 
art would recognize that real time transmission of image data allows users of the system to view 
a particular scene, in real time, even if they are not physically in the vicinity or witnessing the 
scene. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
8. Claims 17 and 21-23 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: As to claim 17, the 
prior art does not teach or fairly suggest a method of linking a first digital image capturing 
device to one or more other digital image capturing devices comprising the step of: while 
transmitting a real time image view also transmitting to a second device from a first device a 
pointer overlay, wherein the pointer overlay and the real time view of the image are displayed 
simultaneously on a display screen of the second device such that the pointer overlay overlays 
the real time view of the image; and enabling a user to move the pointer within the display screen 
of the second device by manipulating a control on the first device in combination with the rest of 
the steps of the claim. 

Any conmients considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
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fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony J. Daniels whose telephone number is (571) 272-7362. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 A.M. - 5:30 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ngoc-Yen Vu can be reached on (571) 272-7320. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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